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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Applicant's amendment filed on July 23, 2007 has been entered. Claims 1-28 
are pending. Claims 1, 2, 18, 21, 23,24 and 26-28 are amended by the applicant. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject -to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. Claims 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 26 recites "A computer program provided on computer readable medium and 
containing computer executable instruction for authentication and log-in to a system, 
comprising: at least one computer readable medium; and computer readable codes 
stored on the at least one medium for performing Claim 26 is merely stored so as to 
be read or outputted by a computer without creating any functional interrelationship, 
either as part of the stored data or a s part of the computing processes performed by 
the computer, and such descriptive material alone doesn't impart functionality either to 
the data as so structured, or to the computer. Therefore, claim 26 recites non-statutory 
subject matter. 

Claim 27 and 28 have limitation that are similar to those of claim 26, thus they are 
rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 26 above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-3, 5, 23 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Hamid et al (US Patent No. 6,848,052). 

As per claim 1 , Hamid discloses: 

a method for authentication and log-in to a system, comprising: performing a biometric 
scan of a user with a wireless biometric device [Fig. 2, 6 col. 5 lines 16-20] comprising a 
wireless proximity detection device coupled to a biometric device; comparing the 
biometric scan of the user to stored biometric data to authenticate the user; and 
authenticating the user [Fig. 2, 4, 5, 6, col. 5 lines 1-30, col. 7 lines 13-30]. 

As per claim 2 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Hamid discloses: 
logging the user into the system [col.1 lines 9-11]. 

As per claim 3 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Uchida discloses: 
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sending a signal to the system from the wireless biometric device to log the user into the 
system [Fig. 2, 3, 6 col. col. 7 lines 25-30]. 

As per claim 5 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Uchida discloses: 

the biometric scan comprises at least one of a thumbprint scan, a fingerprint scan, a 

handprint scan, a retinal scan, a voice recognition, or a facial recognition [Fig. 6], 

As per claim 23 , it encompasses limitations that are similar to limitations of claim 1. 
Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 1 above. 

As per claim 26 , it encompasses limitations that are similar to limitations of claim 1. 
Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 1 above. 

4. Claims 15-18, 20, 21, 25 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Uchida (US Patent No. 6,751,734). 

As per claim 15 , Uchida discloses: 

A method of logging into a system, comprising: activating a proximity detection device 
by satisfying a required biometric measurement [Fig. 1, col. 9 lines 32-37, col. 11 lines 
15-23, col. 12 lines 15-18]; receiving user identification data from the proximity detection 
device to the system via a wireless connection; and logging a user into the system [Fig. 
1, col. 10 lines 7-25]. 
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As per claim 16 , the rejection of claim 15 is incorporated and Uchida discloses: 
a user is scanned with a biometric device integrated with the wireless proximity 
detection device to activate the wireless proximity detection device [Fig. 1, col. 12-15, 
col. 9 lines 32-37, col. 12 lines 15-17]. 

As per claim 17 , the rejection of claim 16 is incorporated and Uchida discloses: 
biometric measurements of the user are compared to stored measurement data to 
authenticate the user, to satisfy the required biometric measurement, and to activate the 
wireless proximity detection device [Fig. 1, col. 8 lines 58-67, col. 9 lines 1-8, 32-37]. 

As per claim 18 , the rejection of claim 16 is incorporated and Uchida discloses: 

the biometric scan comprises at least one of a thumbprint scan, a fingerprint scan, a 

handprint scan, a retinal scan, a voice recognition, or a facial recognition [Fig. 1]. 

As per claim 20 , Uchida discloses: 

An authentication and log-in system for accessing a secured system, comprising: a 
wireless biometric device comprising a wireless proximity detection pin coupled to a 
biometric device [Fig. 1, col. 10 lines1-6, col. 1 2lines 15-17]; a sensor disposed in the 
biometric device for performing a biometric measurement of a user [Fig. 1, col. 8 lines 
13-15]; a processing module disposed within the wireless biometric device for 
conducting the biometric measurement of a user [col. 8 lines 58-65], authenticating the 
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user, and transmitting a wireless communication of authenticated user identification 
code to the secured system [col. 8 lines 66-67, col. 9 lines 1-8, 32-37, Fig. 1]; a device 
disposed in the secured system for receiving the authenticated user identification code; 
and a log-in module disposed within the secured system for comparing authenticated 
user identification code to stored identification code and for logging the user into the 
secured system [Fig. 1, col. 11 lines 21-30, 62-64]. 

As per claim 21 , the rejection of claim 20 is incorporated and it encompasses limitations 
that are similar to limitations of claim 18. Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale 
applied against claim 18 above. 

As per claim 25 , it encompasses limitations that are similar to limitations of claim 15. 
Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 15 above. 

As per claim 28 , it encompasses limitations that are similar to limitations of claim 15. 
Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 15 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 4, 9-12, 24 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hamid et al (US Patent No. 6,848,052) and in view of Uchida (US 
Patent No. 6,751,734). 

As per claim 4 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Hamid teaches sending the 
authorization signal to a system/device [col. 7 lines 28-30]. 
Uchida discloses: 

sending user identification information to a system interface antenna; and comparing 
the user identification information to an appropriate user database to log the user into 
the system [Fig. 1 , co. 1 0 lines 7-1 5, col. 1 1 lines 58-64]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Uchida with Hamid, since one would have been 
motivated to provide an authentication mechanism with high security, free from a trouble 
of remembering a password [Uchida, col. 2 lines 11-14]. 

As per claim 9 , Hamid discloses: 

a method of accessing a system, comprising: scanning a user with a wireless biometric 
device [Fig. 2, 4-6,, col. 5 lines 16-20]; recognizing biometric measurements of the user 
and authenticating the user at the wireless biometric device to permit access by the 
user to the system [Fig. 2, 4-6, col. 7 lines 13-30, col. 1 lines 9-11]; sending a wireless 
signal to a system device [Fig. 6, col. 7 lines 28-30]. 
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Uchida teaches: 

communicating to the system user identification code [Fig. 1, col. 10 lines 1-6]; and 
logging the user into the system based on the user identification code [Fig. 1, col. 11 
lines 21-30, 62-64]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Uchida with Hamid, since one would have been 
motivated to provide an authentication mechanism with high security, free from a trouble 
of remembering a password [Uchida, col. 2 lines 11-14]. 

As per claim 10 , the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated and Uchida discloses: 

the system device is an antenna configured to receive a wireless signal [Fig. 1, col. 10 

lies 7-9]. 

As per claim 1 1 , the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated and Uchida discloses: 
comparing the user identification code to stored identification code data to log the user 
into the system [Fig. 1 , col. 1 1 lines 21-30, 62-64]. 

As per claim 12 , the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated and Uchida discloses: 

the biometric device utilizes at least one of a thumbprint scan, a fingerprint scan, a 

handprint scan, a retinal scan, a voice recognition, and a facial recognition [Fig. 1]. 
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As per claim 24 , it encompasses limitations that are similar to limitations of claim 9. 
Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 9 above. 

As per claim 27 , it encompasses limitations that are similar to limitations of claim 9. 
Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 9 above. 

6. Claim 6 is rejected, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hamid et 
al (US Patent No. 6,848,052) and in view of Wong et al (US Patent No. 6,260,021). 

As per claim 6 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Hamid discloses 
authenticating and log-in the system [Fig. 6]. Hamid doesn't expressively mention a 
picture and archival communication system (PACS). 

Wong teaches: a system is a picture and archival communication system and an 
interface of the system is PACS workstation [Fig. 1 or 2]. Further, Wong teaches the 
authorization process for providing the user access to the system [Fig. 4]. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Wong with Hamid, since one would have been 
motivated to enable the uniform access to and ready distribution of medical images and 
associated records [Wong, col. 1 lines 8-9]. 

7. Claims 7 and 8/^rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hamid et al (US Patent No. 6,848,052) and in view of Kuth (US Patent No. 6,684,093). 
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As per claim 7 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Hamid discloses 
authenticating and log-in the system [Fig. 1]. Hamid doesn't expressively mention a 
medical modality system. 

Kuth teaches: the system is a medical modality system and the interface of the system 
is an operator interface of the medical modality system [Fig. 1]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Kuth with Hamid, since one would have been 
motivated to prevent the incorrect assignment of the data [Kuth, col. 1 lines 19-22]. 

As per claim 8 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Kuth teaches the medial 
modality system is an imaging system [Fig. 1]. 

8. Claims 13 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hamid et al (US Patent No. 6,848,052) in view of Uchida (US Patent No. 
6,751 ,734) and in view of Wong et al (US Patent No. 6,260,021 ). 

As per claim 13 , the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated and Hamid discloses 
authenticating and log-in the system [Fig. 6]. Hamid doesn't expressively mention a 
picture and archival communication system (PACS). 
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Wong teaches: a system is a picture and archival communication system and an 
interface of the system is PACS workstation [Fig. 1 or 2]. Further, Wong teaches the 
authorization process for providing the user access to the system [Fig. 4], 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Wong with Hamid and Uchida, since one would 
have been motivated to enable the uniform access to and ready distribution of medical 
images and associated records [Wong, col. 1 lines 8-9].' 

As per claim 19 , the rejection of claim 15 is incorporated and it encompasses limitations 
that are similar to limitations of claim 13. Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale 
applied against claim 13 above. 

9. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hamid 
et al (US Patent No. 6,848,052) in view of Uchida (US Patent No. 6,751,734) and in 
view of Kuth (US Patent No. 6,684,093). 

As per claim 14 , the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated and Hamid discloses 
authenticating and log-in the system [Fig. 1]. Hamid doesn't expressively mention a 
medical modality system. 

Kuth teaches: the system is a medical modality system and the interface of the system 
is an operator interface of the medical modality system [Fig. 1]. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Kuth with Hamid and Uchida, since one would have 
been motivated to prevent the incorrect assignment of the data [Kuth, col. 1 lines 19- 
22]. 

10. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Uchida 
(US Patent No. 6,751,734) and in view of Wong et al (US Patent No. 6,260,021). 

As per claim 22 , the rejection of claim 20 is incorporated and Uchida discloses 
authenticating and log-in the system [Fig. 1]. Uchida doesn't expressively mention a 
picture and archival communication system (PACS). 

Wong teaches: a system is a picture and archival communication system and an 
interface of the system is PACS workstation [Fig. 1 or 2). Further, Wong teaches the 
authorization process for providing the user access to the system [Fig. 4]. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Wong with Uchida, since one would have been 
motivated to enable the uniform access to and ready distribution of medical images and 
associated records [Wong, col. 1 lines 8-9] and provide an authentication mechanism 
with high security, free from a trouble of remembering a password [Uchida, col. 2 lines 
11-14]. 
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Response to Argument 

11. Applicant has amended claims 1, 2, 9, 18, 21, 23, 24 and 26-28, which 
necessitated new ground of rejection. See rejection above. 

12. Applicant's arguments filed July 23, 2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Claims 26-28 have been modified to include the limitations "A computer program 
provided on computer readable medium and containing computer executable instruction 
to correct the 35 U.S.C. 101 issue. Applicant's effort in overcoming the 35 USC 101 
rejections has been acknowledged by the Office. However, these amended claim 
limitations still do not provide an explicit (inter) relationship between the computer 
readable media having computer executable instructions and a technological art, 
environment or machine that is required for the claims to be statutory. That is, the 
claimed limitation needs to explicitly show functional relationship between the stored 
executable instructions and a computer as part of the computing process performed by 
the computer. Therefore, Examiner maintains the 35 U.S.C. 101 rejection. 

Regarding to claims 15, 20, 25 and 28, Examiner maintains that Uchida teaches 
the claim limitation, since Uchida invention relates to a portable device for 
authentication. An authentication method using biometrics identification authenticating a 
user by biometric entered from a portable authentication terminal 1 [Fig. 1]. The portable 
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terminal communicates via one of non-contact typed communication for example via 
infrared rays, radio waves or sound waves (i.e. wireless communication). The portable 
terminal 1 comprises a fingerprint sensor, a fingerprint feature extracting unit and a 
fingerprint checking unit etc. as shown in Fig. 1. The fingerprint sensor of the portable 
terminal picks up the fingerprint image of a user and the fingerprint feature extracting 
unit extracts the feature for use in fingerprint identification. The use inherent information 
storing unit 13 stores the fingerprint feature information, therefore, the fingerprint 
checking unit receive the fingerprint feature from the fingerprint a user entered and 
compares with the fingerprint feature information obtained from the user inherent 
information storing unit. By comparing these, the fingerprint checking unit judges 
whether the. user giving the fingerprint information is the identical to the registered user 
or not (i.e. authenticating the user based on the biometric information/measurement at 
the portable terminal) [col. 7 lines 57-67, col. 8 lines 13-15, 31-67, col. 9 lines 1-8]. 
Therefore, the Uchida discloses the claim subject matter. 
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Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Chatigny et al (US 6979264) - Method and System for verifying entitlement to play 
game using biometric identifier. 

Bolle et al (US 6819219) - Method for biometric-based authentication in wireless 
communication for access control 

Cannon et al (US 2002/0137552) - Indication unit for a portable wireless device 

Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant 
is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nirav Patel whose telephone number is 571-272-5936. If 
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attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on 571-272-3859. The fax and phone numbers for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. Any 
inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272-2100. 



NBP 



9/2/07 




